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DETAILED ACTION 
Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 2/27/2004, 9/27/2004, 
and 8/5/2005 has been considered by Examiner and made of record in the application 
file. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

3. Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Griffiths (US 
PUB. 2002/0186827). 

Regarding claim 24, Griffiths teaches a memory for storing data for access by a 
talk request processing system, comprising: a data structure stored in said memory, 
said data structure being an ignoreDnD (read on bypass code) attribute comprising at 
least one predetermined ignore reason value (see fig. 4 step 545 page 6 [0078]). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Griffiths (US PUB. 2002/0186827) in view of Liebenow (U.S PUB. 2002/0085698). 

Consider claims 1 and 10, Griffiths teaches a talk request processing in a do-not- 
disturb (DnD) capable communication system, comprising: receiving a talk request for a 
requested communications session involving a user device capable of walkie-talkie-like 
functionality (page 2 [0022] and page 4 [0055]). 

Griffiths does not explicitly show that selectively overriding DnD functionality for 
the requested communications session as a function of an ignoreDnD attribute for the 
user device. 

In the same field of endeavor, Liebenow teaches selectively overriding DnD 
functionality for the requested communications session as a function of an ignoreDnD 
attribute for the user device (page 2 [0017]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use, selectively overriding DnD functionality for the 
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requested communications session as a function of an ignoreDnD attribute for the user 
device, as taught by Liebenow, in order to provide with a special privacy mode for use 
when a user desires privacy. 

Consider claim 20, Griffiths teaches a user device capable of walkie-talkie-like 
functionality for a do-not-disturb (DnD) capable communication system, the user device 
comprising: a user interface adapted to accept an external input to modify an ignoreDnD 
attribute for the user device (page 2 [0018]). 

Griffiths does not explicitly show that an ignoreDnD attribute request generator 
responsive to said external input adapted to send a network call processing server a 
request to update the ignoreDnD attribute of the user device. 

In the same field of endeavor, Liebenow teaches an ignoreDnD attribute request 
generator responsive to said external input adapted to send a network call processing 
server a request to update the ignoreDnD attribute of the user device (page 2 [001 7]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use, an ignoreDnD attribute request generator 
responsive to said external input adapted to send a network call processing server a 
request to update the ignoreDnD attribute of the user device, as taught by Liebenow, in 
order to provide with a special privacy mode for use when a user desires privacy. 
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Consider claims 2,11, and 21 , Griffiths further teaches the user device is a 
wireless device (item 220) (page 4 [0050]). 

Consider claim 3, Griffiths further teaches the ignoreDnD attribute comprises an 
ignoreDnD flag, and wherein selectively overriding said DnD functionality is a function of 
the ignoreDnD flag (page 4 [0055]). 

Consider claim 4, Griffiths further teaches the ignoreDnD attribute comprises at 
least one predetermined ignore reason value, and wherein selectively overriding said 
DnD functionality is a function of the at least one predetermined ignore reason value 
(page 6 [0078]). 

Consider claim 5, Griffiths further teaches the talk request has a current state 
associated therewith, the current state being one of a number of possible current states 
for the talk request, wherein each predetermined ignore reason value represents a 
corresponding possible current state for the talk request, the method further comprising: 
evaluating the ingoreDnD flag to determine whether further ignoreDnD processing is to 
be performed (page 6 [0078]), and if evaluating the ignoreDnD flag determines that 
further ignoreDnD processing is to be performed: a) determining the current state of the 
talk request (page 4 [0054]); and b) for each of the at least one predetermined ignore 
reason value: i) comparing the corresponding possible current state with the current 
state of the talk request; wherein said DnD functionality is overridden if any 



Application/Control Number: 10/787,297 
Art Unit: 2618 



Page 6 



corresponding possible current state matches the current state of the talk request (page 
6 [0078]). 

Consider claims 6 and 15, Griffiths further teaches each possible current state of 
the number of possible current states for the talk request is a priority state of the talk 
request at the time it was received (page 3 [0035]). 

Consider claims 7 and 16, Griffiths further teaches the ignoreDnD flag comprises 
a boolean value, and wherein: evaluating the ingoreDnD flag comprises identifying the 
boolean values and comparing the boolean value to a predetermined boolean value 
indicative of whether further processing is to be performed (page 2 [0017]). 

Consider claims 8 and 17, Liebenow further teaches the number of possible 
current states for the talk request comprise at least one of "urgent", and "emergency" 
(page 2 [0018]). 

Consider claims 9 and 18, Liebenow further teaches maintaining the ignoreDnD 
attribute for a plurality of user devices as a function of inputs received from the user 
devices (page 1 [0012]). 

Consider claim 12, Liebenow further teaches the network call function comprises: 
a data store adapted to store the ignoreDnD attribute for the user device (page 1 
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[0010]); a DnD processing function adapted to provide DnD functionality (page 1 
[0011]); and an ingnoreDnD processing function adapted to override DnD functionality 
for the requested communications session as a function of the ignoreDnD attribute 
stored in the data store for the user device (page 2 [0017]). 

Consider claim 13, Griffiths further teaches the ignoreDnD attribute comprises an 
ignoreDnD flag and at least one predetermined ignore reason value, and wherein the 
ignoreDnD processing function selectively overrides said DnD functionality as a function 
of the ignoreDnD flag and the at least one predetermined ignore reason value (page 6 
[0078]). 

Consider claim 14, Griffiths further teaches the talk request has a current state 
associated therewith, the current state being one of a number of possible current states 
for the talk request, wherein each predetermined ignore reason value represents a 
corresponding possible current state for the talk request, wherein the ignoreDnD 
processing function: retrieves the ignoreDnD attribute from the data store (page 6 
[0070]); and evaluates the ingoreDnD flag to determine whether further ignoreDnD 
processing is to be performed, and if evaluating the ignoreDnD flag determines that 
further ignoreDnD processing is to be performed: a) determines the current state of the 
talk request (page 4 [0054]); and b) for each of the at least one predetermined ignore 
reason value: i) compares the corresponding possible current state with the current 
state of the talk request (page 6 [0078]); wherein said DnD functionality is overridden if 
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any corresponding possible current state matches the current state of the talk request 
(page 6 [0078]). 

Consider claim 19, Griffiths further teaches a talk request processing system in 
the form of a call processing server (page 9 [0109]). 

Consider claim 22, Griffiths further teaches a user interface display for displaying 
modifications for the ignoreDnD attribute indicated by the external input (page 6 [0075]). 

Consider claim 23, Griffiths further teaches the user interface is further adapted 
to accept an external query input to retrieve an ignoreDnD attribute for the user device, 
the ignore DnD attribute request generator is further adapted to: (a) send a network call 
processing server a query to retrieve the ignoreDnD attribute of the user device (page 6 
[0070]); and b) receive a response to said query from the network; wherein the user 
interface display is adapted to, in response to the ignoreDnD attribute request generator 
receiving the response to said query, display the ignoreDnD attribute for the user device 
(page 4 [0053]). 



Conclusion 



6. 



Any response to this action should be mailed to: 



Mail Stop 



(Explanation, e.g., Amendment or After-final, etc.) 
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Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
Facsimile responses should be faxed to: 

(571)273-8300 
Hand-delivered responses should be brought to: 
Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22313 
Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tuan H. Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
8329. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00Am - 5:00Pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Maung Nay A. can be reached on (571) 272-7882. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 
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Information Consider the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Tuan Nguyen 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2618 
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